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Figure 5: ITD JNDs (bottom) for 4 children who had measurable JNDs are shown, along with those
children’s direct pitch comparison, p magnitude (top). For the remaining children whose JNDs were not

presented at a rate of 100 pulses per second with a
1.5mm (~861 Hz) bandwidth .

(b) Transposed tone with a 4 kHz carrier tone modulated at
a rate of 125 Hz.
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